Harold Weisberg 

Mr j. Kevin O' Brian, Chief * 7627 Old Receiver Rd. 

. 0 • Frederick, MO 21 702 

FUl/ FA. Section ' ' 

Information Uesources Division 11/21/9b 

FBI 

Washington, DO 20555 
Dear nr. O'Brien, 

I could have dated this tomorrow but unlike you people, - do not play dirty 
tricks. It is what used to be your- usual dirty trick to classify an old request 
as a new " request on getting nail about it. flat is what you have just done when 
each of the items referred to you is specific in stating that «mt je 
to is old requests the dcrdal of information in wM.cn was projW^PPealea^ ^ 
was litigated. What I sent recently is what was everyday ..'hen A was able to use 
FOIA: the FBI merely lied. The first sentence in your attached form letter begins 
with this lie, vlyour new request is being handled” inaccord with your backlog, 

with it 41 the bottom. 

When F0IA. was amended in 1974 one of my case was cited in the legislative 
liistorv^reuuiring the amending of the investigatory files exemption. That was 
„y firat xcuart tJQ&gtiBS&S: mm ttoM —fcg.1 «*** — broadened 
that request. It sos litleated as M 75-22* in federal diotriot cult for the 
District of Columbia. 

When we announced aur intention to depose lab agent three decided to retire. 

The FBI then claimed we could not depose them because they no lnger worked for 
the FBI. The courg€ did not agree with that and we deposed four, including too of 
those three. The purpose of the d^pftions was to establish whether compliance 
with the request, w^ich was sworn to, was truthful. It .was not. What I sent this 
time jjb part of the proof that the FBI lied p to withhold what was within* the 
request. (% Privacy net request was not litigated but the FBI provided written 
assurance that if had been complied with, that assurance also being false from 
this new information.) 

What should be attached to the papers you have is a page from the original 
printing of Hard Evidence, by David Fisher, that had been sent me. After reading 
that page got the paperback reprint. The cover, that page and another page are 
enclosed. That page in the original is pgc 555 in the reprint. It is enclosed and 
it is highlighted. What is highlighted is within the litigated request about which 
your then agents lied wholeheartedly and it is within my request for all records 
on or about me. Fane was the first fof those books grazier, who is one we deposed, 

sqys hd was ordered to highlight and prepare a memo on. / 

Page 550 of the reprint states that eight-by-ten prints were made of each frame 

of the Kayruder film. That was witidn my request of the Lab and my request for all 
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JFK assassination records. In addition, I have the right to have copies of the 
individual frames of that film from the Zapi'uder estate, You can confirm this 
through the lawyer who handled that for me and who is not unknown to your section, 
J im Lesar. He can also confirm, in the event you did not keep those records or 
do not want to take the time to go over them, that what X state above is in accord 
with the facts. 

I have not kept up with changes in FOIA. did have a provision for speedy 
processing of requests when unuaual ^circumstances were present. That 1 am now 
SJ and in poor health, in addition to the fact that those requests were not 
complied with two decades ago was be.feuse of FBI dish£nesty-lies- 1 believe are 
such unusual circumstance 

x ou may be proud of FBI dishonesty but. as a citizen I'm ashamed of it. I 
resent also that I was impose^upon when 1 was elderly and in impaired health, as 
the FBI knew. 

If I do not receive written assurance from you soon that you are not 
treating these old requests that should be older than any you have as current) 
a3 the new r requests you say they are ,and they are not I do think I'll file 
a lawsuit. (liven my age, the state of my health, the* record of the FBI that has 
been getting overdue attention recently and I sought to avoid adding to, perhaps 
the kind of attention you so richly deserve will be what yeu get for forcing an 
elderly and ill man to go to court to get what you withheld from him by lying 
to him and to the courts. 

There is also the fact that what is before you is explicit in stating that 
there was no new request. You do not mention that, ^ou- do not disagree with it. 

You just can&rfc resist the temptation to behave badly again to withhold what you 
cannot withhold under the law and what could not be destroyed without the written 
permission of the Archivist. 

Have you people ho shaiae? No lelf-respect? n ! / \ 1 
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As your files should show and x call to your attention, I did alleged perjury 
in OA 75-226. The FBI'd defense was that j; could do that ad infinitim because I 
knew more about the JFK assassination and its investigations than anyone then work- 
ing for the FBSD. Strange defense against proven perjury but it worked. As it may 
again as an attachment in what I'd file. 


11 / 21/36 


J oar Jim, • ^ 

I am inclined to file by mail if the PBX doer, not strighten this out fast. 

1 

right do it in Baltimore ..here Paul Valentine might go to the court and 
get the papers after he is informed. 

And where if the Bin pays any attention to ?ut, it is part of tne LA limes 
chain and that syndicate. 

I do not know whether suits filed by octogenarians are commonplace but 
X am inclined to believe that suits filed by those vino are both that old and 
were twice hospitalised for congestive heart failure are not really eVeryday. 

And might get some attention. 

Along with the 1'BI lying, to me and to the court^^K. 

And the DJ oersuading a cott to have me act as its consultant in my 
lawsuit against it! 

Promising to pay and then not giving me a cent! 

X think the complaint might be genuine joy! 

/ / / A 


